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DETAILED ACTION 

Introduction 

1. Claims 10-18 of the application have been examined. 

Foreign Priority 

2. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on an 
application 0315354-1 filed in France on 12/24/2003 and the PCT application 
PCT/EP2004/053527 filed on December 16, 2004. Receipt is acknowledged of papers 
submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers have been placed of record in the 
file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. Acknowledgment is made of the information disclosure statements filed on June 
23, 2006 and April 15, 2009 together with copies of papers. The papers have been 
considered. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings submitted on June 23, 2006 are accepted. 
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Claim Objections 

5. The following is a quotation of 37 C.F.R § 1 .75 (d)(1 ): 

The claim or claims must conform to the invention as set forth in the remainder of the 
specification and terms and phrases in the claims must find clear support or antecedent basis in 
the description so that the meaning of the terms in the claims may be ascertainable by reference 
to the description. 

6. Claims 10-17 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claim 10, Lines 2-5, "comprising the steps of enhancing with the current state of the 
user in his task on the basis of an existing task model, the events allowing a change of state of 
the user are described, and describing the interaction to be performed with the user to manage an 
event for this event occurring during a state of the user" appears to be incorrect and it appears 
that it should be "comprising the steps of: 

enhancing the current state of the user in his task on the basis of an existing task model, 

describing the events allowing a change of state of the user, and 

describing the interaction to be performed with the user to manage an event occurring 
during a state of the user". 

In claim 11, Lines 1-2, "wherein before each interaction procedure, the list of constraints 
necessary for triggering the interaction is added" appears to be incorrect and it appears that it 
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should be "further comprising before each interaction procedure, adding the list of constraints 
necessary for triggering the interaction". 

In claim 12, Lines 1-3, "wherein after each interaction procedure, the values that this 
interaction should provide according to the result of the interaction and which should be 
presented to the user as feedback are added" appears to be incorrect and it appears that it should 
be "further comprising after each interaction procedure, adding the values that this interaction 
should provide according to the result of the interaction and presenting the values to the user as 
feedback". 

In claim 13, Lines 1-2, "wherein an external module which provides an abstraction of the 
actions of the user in the form of high-level events is used" appears to be incorrect and it appears 
that it should be "further comprising providing an abstraction of the actions of the user in the 
form of high-level events using an external module". 

In claim 14, Lines 1-2, "wherein the task model is modified in real time" appears to be 
incorrect and it appears that it should be "further comprising modifying the task model in real 
time". 

In claim 15, Lines 1-2, "wherein the interaction with the user is modified in real time" 
appears to be incorrect and it appears that it should be "further comprising modifying the 
interaction with the user in real time". 

In claim 16, Lines 1-2, "wherein a learning module carries out learning on the basis of the 
activity of a user, according to the enhanced task model" appears to be incorrect and it appears 
that it should be "further comprising carrying out learning on the basis of the activity of a user, 
according to the enhanced task model using a learning module". 
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In claim 17, Lines 1-2, "wherein the specifications of the man-machine interface services 
are derived from the enhanced task model" appears to be incorrect and it appears that it should 
be "further comprising deriving the specifications of the man- machine interface services from 
the enhanced task model". 

Appropriate corrections are required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 10-13 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

In Claim 10, Lines 1-5, "the management", "the current state", "the user", "the 
basis", "the events" and "the interaction" have no antecedent bases. 

In Claim 1 1 , Lines 1-2, "the list" and "the interaction" have no antecedent bases. 
In Claim 12, Lines 2-3, "the values" and "the result" have no antecedent bases. 
In Claim 13, Lines 2-3, "the actions" and "the form" have no antecedent bases. 
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In Claim 16, Lines 2-3, "the basis" and "the activity" have no antecedent bases. 
In Claim 17, Lines 1-2, "the specifications" and "the man- machine interface 
services" have no antecedent bases. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

9. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

10. Claims 10-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed inventions are 
directed to non- statutory subject matter. 

10.1 Claims 10-18 are drawn to a method, considered a process. According to the current 
guidance, a proper process that qualifies as a patent eligible process under 35 USC 101 must 
either be tied to another statutory class (such as a particular apparatus) or transform the 
underlying subject matter (such as an article or materials) to a different state or thing. If neither 
of these requirements is met by the claim, the method is not a patent eligible process under 35 
USC 101. Because the instant claims do not transform the underlying subject matter to a 
different state or thing and the process is not tied to another statutory class, the claims are being 
held as non-statutory under 35 USC 101. 

In addition, none of the steps in the independent claim and the dependent claims are 
indicated to be executed in a computing device or an apparatus. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 351(a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a national application published under section 122(b) 
only if the international application designating the United States was published under Article 21(2)(a) of such 
treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United States for the purposes of this 
subsection based on the filing of an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a). 

12. Claims 10-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Reisman 
(U.S. Patent Application 2004/003 1058). 

12. 1 Reisman teaches method and apparatus for browsing using alternative link bases. 
Specifically, as per claim 10, Reisman teaches a method of enhancing a task model so as to 
allow the management of man- machine interaction (Abstract, L3-7; Fig. 3, Items 324 and 334; 
Page 1, Para 0002, L4-5; Pages 6 and 7, Para 0053; Page 7, Para 0055, L12-13; Page 9, Para 
0065, Ll-5), comprising the steps of: 

enhancing with the current state of the user in his task on the basis of an existing task 
model (Fig. 4; Fig. 5, Items 540 and 550; Page 3, Para 0027, L3-6; Page 4, Para 0037, L5-7; 
Page 6, Para 0052, L4-5; Page 7, Para 0054, Ll-4, L18-19 and L23-25; Page 7, Para 0055, L12- 
13; Page 7, Para 0057, L24-26), the events allowing a change of state of the user are described 
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(Page 3, Para 0030, L3-5; Page 4, Para 0037, L10-11; Page 7, Para 0056, L14-16; Page 7, Para 
0057, L24-26; Page 40, Para 0322, L10-12; Page 54, Para 0486, L6-8; Page 55, Para 0487, L7- 
12), and describing the interaction to be performed with the user to manage an event for this 
event occurring during a state of the user (Page 1, Para 0002, L4-5; Page 4, Para 0037, L10-1 1; 
Page 7, Para 0054, L23-25; Page 9, Para 0065, Ll-5; Page 50, Para 0451, L7-10). 

Per claim 12: Reisman teaches that after each interaction procedure, the values that this 
interaction should provide according to the result of the interaction and which should be 
presented to the user as feedback are added (Page 1 8, Para 0127, LI -6; Page 44, Para 0368, L32- 
35). 

Per claim 13: Reisman teaches that an external module which provides an abstraction of 
the actions of the user in the form of high-level events is used (Page 18, Para 0127, Ll-6). 

Per claim 14: Reisman teaches that the task model is modified in real time (Pages 6-7, 
Para 0053; Page 7, Para 0055, L12-13; Page 40, Para 0320, L7-9). 

Per claim 15: Reisman teaches that the interaction with the user is modified in real time 
(Page 1, Para 0002, L4-5; Page 4, Para 0037, L10-11; Page 7, Para 0054, L23-25; Page 9, Para 
0065, Ll-5; Page 50, Para 0451, L7-10). 
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Per claim 17: Reisman teaches that the specifications of the man- machine interface 
services are derived from the enhanced task model (Page 83, Para 0786, L5-7). 


Conclusion 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dr. Kandasamy Thangavelu whose telephone number is 
571-272-3717. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Rodriguez, can be reached on 571-272-3753. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to TC 2100 Group receptionist: 571-272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


/Kandasamy Thangavelu/ 
Art Unit 2123 
April 28, 2009 


